holds true, where PJJM is the K-th coefficient in Taylor expansion (1) of the Pick function w = P(z,M) given by the equation (3) w(1-wlT 1 ) -2 = z(1-z)" 2 ,P(0,M) = 0.
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It is known that estimation (2) is true for N.» 2 (e.g. [4] ) and for IT a 4 (e.g. [5]); in [10J it has been shorn that the above hypothesis holds good for N a 6, too.
In the present paper the estimation < has been obtained for U sufficiently large.
The equation of extremal functions
Consider in the family Sp(U), U > 1, the functional 
Taking account of (6) in differential-functional equation (5)» and then dividing both, sides by 2, we get the equation: 
Auxiliary theorems
Let us introduce a one-parameter family 9f = = (p(z,M)) M£^ +oo j of functions w = P(z,M), z e K, satisfying equation (3) and the condition P(0,M) = 0, Me(1,+<»), Each function of the family <# can be represented in the form
where the branch of the root has been fixed so that at the point z = 0 the function should assume the value M. It is known that for eveiy M, Me(1,+©o), P(z,M)e S R (M). Denote oo P(z,M) = z + 2 P n (M)z n , zeK, M e(1,+oo).
n=2
In the sequel, we shall make use of the following lemmas and corollaries. Lemma 1 [10] . Let (M^)-^ 2 te an arbitrary sequence of real numbers, M^ > 'I, h = 1,2,..., such that lim M^ = +00, whereas (Piz,!!^)^"-j 2 a sequence of functions of the family y, corresponding to it. Then, for every number £ > 0 and for an arbitrary closed set ACK, there exists an h Q such that for all h > h 0 and z e At 
where is the Koebe function (9). Remark 2. It immediately follows from the Weierstrass theorem that for every sequence of extremal functions ^3?h^h=1 2 defined in Lemma 2, and for an arbitrary n, n = 2,3,..., lim A . = n. Then, for an arbitrary number e > 0 and for every closed and bounded set A, there exists a t'such that for all t > t' and for every W(z,t)eW^
Remark If the assumptions 1°-5° of Lemma 4-are satisfied and 6° W 0 (z) * 0, 7° W Q (z) has a k-tuple zero at a certain point z Q , then it follows from the Hurwitz theorem that there exists a t'such that, for all t > t' , each of the polynomials W(z,t)eW t has exactly k zeros in every sufficiently small neighbourhood of the point z Q .
Lemma 1 follows from the pointwise convergence of the sequence (P(z,M.)) h _ 1 ? to function (9) and from the A.Zieliùska, K.^yskowska Vitali-Osgood theorem. The proofs of Lemmas 2 and 3 are similar to t' in [loj . There have been used Lemma 1 the fact the. .j^ is the family of functions extremal with respect to functional (4), and the well-known result of Dieudonne [ij who proved that for every function P € S R , S R = Sp(°°), A nE ^ n> n = it turned out to be essential that F Q is, for n even, the only function realizing the equality in this estimation. The proof of Lemma 4 is immediate.
To prove the next lemma, we shall make use of the two theorems given below ( [9] i p.p. 131 and 118-121).
Let h(z) be any polynomial of degree n, n > 1. We shall denote by h*(z) a polynomial generated from h(z) in the following way h*(z) = z n h(4). The proof will consist of two parts.
1) Factorization of the right-hand side of differential--funotional equation (7) for H sufficiently large.
Let 7 € 7||, w a f(z) a-j *(»)• Multiply both sides of equation (7) 
A3)
A ( six roots inside the circle. It is worth observing that the roots lying in the disc | z| < 1 cannot be real. This follows from the fact Ibhat, if r is a real root of the polynomial L q (z), also is the root of this polynomial, and from Fourier's rule (f9]» p.14) applied to L Q (z) in the interval (-°o,-1) .
On the ground of Remark 4 we prove that there exists a constant Mg > li' such that for all M > Mg the function N(z) has the factorization of the same type as the function N Q (z), that is,
where |z fc | < 1|, z k # z^, k = 1,2,3-2) Discussion of differential-functional equation (7). It follows from the above considerations that for M > Mg every function w = f(z) = ^-P(z), P e 7 M t satisfies the differential-functional equation -243 -takes place. The only function for which, equality holds is the function P(z) = -P(-z,M). It is evident that the theorem obtained here makes the hypothesis set in Introduction more probable. The method applied in the proof enables one to avoid complicated integration of differential-functional equation (5). It is worth observing that in various classes of functions bounded by M the problem of estimating the coefficients for all M presents difficulties as early as the fourth coefficient. Investigations of this type seem to be particularly troublesome for M large; for M sufficiently close to 1 it has been been possible to obtain the estimation of all the coefficients in the classes of bounded functions with arbitrary coefficients ( [6] , [7] ).
